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DETAILED ACTION 

This action is in response to the original filing of January 15, 2004. Claims 1-38 are 
pending and have been considered below. 

1 . Examiner's Note. The Applicant appears to be attempting to invoke 35 U.S.C. 
1 12 6 th paragraph in Claims 25, 26, and 27 by using "means-plus-function" language. 
However, the Examiner notes that the only means cited in the specification is software. 
While the claims pass the first test of the three-prong test used to determine invocation 
of paragraph 6, since no other specific structural limitations are disclosed in the 
specification, the claims do not meet the other tests of the three-prong test. Therefore, 
35 U.S.C: 112 6 th paragraph has r not been invoked when 'considering the claim below. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claims 2-23 are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75(c), as being of improper 
dependent form. Claim 1 is a computerized interface claim while dependent claims 2-23 
are system claims. Applicant is required to either rewrite the dependent claims 2-23 as 
computer interface claims or rewrite claim 1 as a system claim. 

3. Claim 24 is objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75(c), as being of improper dependent 
form for failing to further limit the subject matter of a previous claim. Applicant is 
required to cancel the claim(s), or amend the claim(s) to place the claim(s) in proper 
dependent form, or rewrite the claim(s) in independent form. Claim 24 is a product claim 
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(i.e. computer-readable medium) that refers back to Claim 1 . The Office considers any 
claim that refers to another claim as dependent theron, i.e. a dependent claim. Since 
Claim 1 is an interface claim comprising a sorting component and a cluster component 
and Claim 24 fails to make limitations to these components, Claim 24 fails to further limit 
its parent claim. Applicant is required to cancel the claim(s), or amend the claim(s) to 
place the claim(s) in proper dependent form, or rewrite the claim(s) in independent form. 

4. Claim 27 is objected to because of the following informalities: the word "display" 
is apparently misspelled as "disply". 

Appropriate correction is required. 

«k ft. I 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

5. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

6. Claim 21 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. 

Claim 21 : It is claimed that a dynamic group assigns a packed query state to an 
arbitrary dynamic query. However, the specification does not disclose that a dynamic 
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group assigns a state to a dynamic query. Therefore, the examiner has examined the 
claim to state as follows: The system of claim 20, the dynamic group is associated with 
an unpacked query by default. 

7. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

8. Claim 18 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

Claim 1 8: It is claimed that a view for group A minus group B and a view for group A 
intersect group B. It is unclear whether the intent of the claim is the difference of two 
groups or the intersection of two groups. The examiner has examined the claim as 
though it claimed the intersection of two groups. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

9. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

10. Claims 1-5, 10-14, 20,21, 24, 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Cowart (Mastering Windows 95). 
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Claim 1, 5, 24: Cowart discloses a system where files can be sorted by file extension 
thereby clustering different types of files based on file type indicated by file extension 
(page 509, Working with Files) 

Claim 2: Cowart discloses a system as in claim 1 above where user interface that is 
used to view and manipulate files and folders which includes access to hard drives and 
floppy drives (page 498, figure 12.2). 

Claim 3: Cowart discloses a system as in claim 1 above where files and folders can be 
viewed and manipulated by a user interface (page 498, figure 12.2). 

Claim 4: Cowart discloses a system as in claim 2 above with a tree view as part of the 
user interface to view and manipulate files and folders (page 498, figure 12.2). 

Claim 10: Cowart discloses a system as in claim 1 above with a folder that can contain 
a group of items and appears as a single entity when viewed from outside the group 
(page 498, figure 12.2). 

Claim 11: Cowart discloses a system as in claim 1 above with a folder, which when 
expanded in tree view, i.e. outside the group, shows the contents as disparate entities 
(page 502, number 5). 
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Claim 12: Cowart discloses a system as in claim 1 above for setting the rules to 
determine how items are to be displayed (page 235, Sorting and Tidying Up The 
Listing). 

Claim 13: Cowart discloses a system as in claim 1 above for setting the state of a file 
(page 525, figure 12.9). 

Claim 14: Cowart discloses a system as in 13 above for setting the state of a group 
(subset) of items (page 525, figure 12.9) 

Claim 20: Cowart discloses a system as in claim 1 above for showing the static contents 
of a directory (page 498, Figure 12.2) and for showing a dynamic query of files and 
folders (page 36 and 37, The Find Button). 

Claim 21 : Cowart discloses a system as in claim 20 above for showing the results of a 
Find query in a similar fashion as the contents of a directory, thereby associating an 
unpacked group with a dynamic query (page 36 and 37, The Find Button). 

Claim 25: Cowart discloses a system for determining a state for a group (subset) of 
items and for setting the state of a group (subset) of items (page 525, figure 12.9) and 
for displaying the items according to assigned state (page 498, Figure 12.2). 
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1 1 . Claims 34-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Hasegawa et al. (US 6,51 3,038). 

Claims 34-37: Hasegawa discloses a data structure including a data field for a group 
property, a data field for holding data, and a data field for controlling how the data items 
are to be directed to a display (figures 12A and 12B). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

12. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office'action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

13. Claims 6,15, 22, 23, 26, 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Cowart (Mastering Windows 95). 

Claim 6: Cowart discloses a system as in claim 1 above that uses file extensions to 
indicate file type and state (page 177, figure 4.7, page 184, How do File Types Become 
Registered) but does not disclose a file type or state of packed state or unpacked. It 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention for Cowart to define an extension for a packed state or an unpacked state. 
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One would have been motivated to define extensions for a packed or an unpacked 
states to be able to distinguish those states from other states. 

Claim 15: Cowart discloses a system as in claim 13 above for setting a flag indicating 
the state of an item (page 525, figure 12.9) but does not disclose setting a flag for the 
states of packed and unpacked. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of the invention for Cowart to set a flag indicating the states of 
packed and unpacked. One would have been motivated to set a flag indicating the 
states of packed and unpacked to be able to determine when an item is in the packed 
state or the unpacked state. 

Claim 22: Cowart discloses a system as in claim 1 above for setting the state of an item 
(page 525, figure 12.9) but does not disclose that the item is set to a default state. It 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention for Cowart to set the initial state of an item to a default state. One would have 
been motivated to set the initial state to a default state in order that the item had a 
known initial state. 

Claim 23: Cowart discloses a system as in claim 22 above for setting the state of an 
item (page 525, figure 12.9) but does not disclose the rules for setting the default state 
of an item. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention for Cowart to define rules for setting the default state. One would have 
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been motivated to define rules for setting the default state of an item in order to set the 
default state of an item to a known state. 

Claim 26: Cowart discloses a system as in claim 25 above for displaying items (page 
498, figure 12.2) but does not specifically disclose displaying a packed group, an 
unpacked group, and an overlapping group. It would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention for Cowart to display packed groups, 
unpacked groups and overlapping groups. One would have been motivated to display a 
packed group, an unpacked group, and an overlapping group so they could be viewed 
by the user. 

Claim 27: Cowart discloses a system as in claim 26 above, and further discloses 
clicking a mouse to control a display (page 104, Note). 

14. Claims 28-31 and 38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Hasegawa (US 6,513,038). 

Claim 28: Hasegawa discloses a system and method for creating a directory (grouping 
items) called a view directory from a content directory according to class, entry and 
attribute which is hidden from external view (column 9, lines 66-67 and column 10, lines 
1-3) but does not disclose creating a view directory in a packed state or an unpacked 
state or displaying them in separate views. However, It would have been obvious to 
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one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to use the state attribute, 
i.e. packed or unpacked, to define directory nodes and members when creating a view 
directory from a content directory and to display them in separate views. One would 
have been motivated to define directory nodes and members in a packed or unpacked 
state and to display them in separate views in order to provide the user with additional 
information about these nodes and to maintain each original view for later viewing. 

Claim 29: Hasegawa discloses a method as in 28 above and further discloses creating 
a directory called a view directory from a content directory according to class, entry and 
attribute (column 9, lines 66-67 and column 10, lines 1-3). 

Claim 30: Hasegawa discloses a system as in claim 9 above and method for accessing 
a data management directory (Hasegawa, Abstract, lines 1 , 2) and for creating a view 
directory from a content directory based on class, entry and attribute (Hasegawa, 
column 9, lines 66-67 and column 10, lines 1-3) but does not disclose persisting states 
to data storage. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to persist the classes, entries and attributes to data storage. One 
would have been motivated to persist the classes, entries and attributes to data storage 
in order to avoid inputting this data in each time a view directory is to be created. 
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Claim 31: Hasegawa discloses a method as in claim 29 above and further discloses 
creating a new directory containing the intersection, or overlap, of a plurality of directors 
(column 10, lines 19-21, column 20, lines 34-67, column 21, lines 1-7). 

Claim 38: Hasegawa discloses a data structure as in 37 above but does not disclose 
associating the state with a packed state, and unpacked state, an overlapping state, 
and a dynamic state. However, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of the invention for Hasegawa to associate the state with all known 
or possible states, such as packed, unpacked, overlapping, and dynamic states. One 
would have been motivated to associate the state with a packed state, and unpacked 
state, an overlapping state, and a dynamic state in order to be able to distinguish one tt 
state from anther. 

15. Claims 7,8, 16-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Cowart (Mastering Windows 95) in view of Hasegawa (US 6,513,038). 

Claim 7: Cowart and Hasegawa disclose a system as in claims 6 and 29 above and 
method for accessing a data management directory (Hasegawa, Abstract, lines 1 , 2) 
and for creating a view directory from a content directory based on class, entry and 
attribute (Hasegawa, column 9, lines 66-67 and column 10, lines 1-3) but do not 
disclose persisting states to data storage. It would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to persist the classes, entries and 
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attributes to data storage. One would have been motivated to persist the classes, 
entries and attributes to data storage in order to avoid inputting this data in each time a 
view directory is to be created. 

Claim 8: Cowart and Hasegawa disclose a system as in claim 7 above and Hasegawa 
further discloses creating a directory called a view directory from a content directory 
according to class, entry and attribute (column 9, lines 66-67 and column 10, lines 1-3). 
Therefore, It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention for Cowart to associates attributes representing state with properties of 
a group. One would have been motivated to associate attributes representing state with 
properties of a group in order for all members of a group to be identified with the s£me 
state. 

Claim 16, 18: Cowart discloses a computerized interface for data presentation 
comprising a sorting component and a cluster component as in claim 1 above but does 
not disclose an overlapping group that includes content from various groups. However, 
Hasegawa discloses a similar system which further discloses creating a new directory 
containing the intersection, or overlap, of a plurality of directors (column 10, lines 19-21, 
column 20, lines 34-67, column 21, lines 1-7). Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention for Cowart to include 
overlapping groups that contain content from various groups. One would have been 



Application/Control Number: 10/758,743 Page 13 

Art Unit: 2109 

motivated to include overlapping groups in order to filter out items that are common to 
two groups. 

Claim 17: Cowart and Hasegawa disclose a system as in claim 16 above including 
creating a new directory containing the intersecting or overlapping contents of a plurality 
of directories (Hasegawa, column 10, lines 19-21, column 20, lines 34-67, column 21, 
lines 1-7) but do not disclose including a recycle group and an archive group as an 
overlapping group. However, It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention for Cowart to apply any desirable name to an 
overlapping group. One would have been motivated to apply a name to an overlapping 
group in order to distinguish it from other overlapping groups. 

Claim 19: Cowart and Hasegawa disclose a system as in claim 18 above and 
Hasegawa further discloses creating a new directory containing the union of two other 
directors (column 10, lines 10-14, columns 17, 18 and 19). Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention for 
Cowart to provide the union of two groups. One would have been motivated to provide 
the union of two groups so that two groups could be viewed as one group. 
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16. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Cowart 
(Mastering Windows 95) in view of Hasegawa (US 6,513,038) in further view of 
Newman (US 2004/0139231 A1). 

Claim 9: Cowart and Hasegawa disclose a system as in claim 8 above for creating a 
directory called a view directory from a content directory according to class, entry and 
attribute (column 9, lines 66-67 and column 10, lines 1-3) but does not disclose 
associating property data with meta data. Newman discloses a similar system in which 
meta data is associated with property data (paragraph 0068, lines 1-3). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention for Cowart to associate property data with meta data. One would have been 
motivated to associate property data with meta data in order to be able to view in 
human readable format what properties are applied to an item. 

17. Claims 32 and 33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Hasegawa(US 6,51 3,038) in view of Cowart (Mastering Windows 95). 

Claim 32: Hasegawa and Cowart disclose a method for creating a directory called a 
view directory from a content directory (Hasegawa, column 9, lines 66-67, column 10, 
lines 1-3) and displaying an icon for files and folders (Cowart, page 498, figure 12.2) as 
in claim 31 above but does not disclose displaying an icon for a packed, an unpacked 
group or an overlapping group. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill 
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in the art at the time of the invention for Cowart to display an icon for a packed, an 
unpacked group or an overlapping group. One would have been motivated to display 
an icon for a packed, an unpacked group or an overlapping group in order to distinguish 
each group from other groups. 

Claim 33: Hasegawa discloses a method as in claim 32 above and further discloses 
creating a directory called a view directory from a content directory according to class, 
entry and attribute (column 9, lines 66-67 and column 10, lines 1-3). The contents of 
the view directory could be viewed by opening the directory. 



Conclusion 

18. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jim Myhre can be reached on (571) 270-1065. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 

s 

published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



JMH 

2/14/2007 




